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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1 is rejected because the term "is of comparable dimensions" is very vague. Any 
dimension can be compared to any other dimension. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected because they depend on claim 1 . 

Claim 5 is rejected because it is a listing of elements that does not show how they 
interact or interconnect in order to accomplish applicant's invention. 

Claims 6-13 are rejected because they depend on claim 5. 

Claim 10 is rejected because the term "is of comparable dimensions" is very vague. Any 
dimension can be compared to any other dimension. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 7 equates the term 
"institute of electrical engineer" to IEEE. However, IEEE is an abbreviation for Institute of 
Electrical and Electronics Engineers. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-3,5-10, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Robbin et al., U.S. Pat. No. 7,146,437 B2. 

As per claim 1 , Robbin shows a video accessory (fig.2,(202) and fig. 3) for use with a 
hand-held computer (204), said accessory comprising: means for playback and recording of 
small form factor optical (SFFO) discs (202, and at least col. 5, line 60 - col.6, line 7, wherein the 
video accessory includes a disk storage device); and means for mating said video accessory 
with said hand-held computer (fig.2 and fig. 3,(31 6)); wherein said video accessory is of 
comparable dimensions with said hand-held computer (such vague terminology as "comparable 
dimensions" is given a very broad interpretation, and as such it is submitted that any dimension 
is comparable to any other). Robbin shows all of the elements recited in claim 1 . 

As for claim 2, the argument for claim 1 applies. Robbin also shows that said means for 
mating further comprises recognition means for recognizing when said video accessory is 
mated to said hand-held computer (at least figs. 4 and 5). Robbin shows all of the elements 
recited in claim 2. 

As for claim 3, the argument for claim 1 applies. Robbin also shows navigation means 
for controlling a combination of said video accessory and said hand-held computer (fig. 3,(308) 
and col.7, lines 30-40). Robbin shows all of the elements recited in claim 3. 

As per claim 5, Robbin shows a video accessory (202 and fig. 3) for use with a hand-held 
computer (204), said accessory comprising: a processor for controlling the operations of the 
video accessory (fig. 3,(302)); an optical engine coupled to said processor and configured to play 
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small form factor optical (SFFO) discs (304); an integrated circuit (IC) chipset (all of the 
elements in fig.3); input/output interface means navigation means coupled to said processor, 
configured to allow a user to control a display said hand-held computer and operations 
associated with said video accessory (308); and internal interface means (316). Robbin shows 
all of the elements recited in claim 5. 

As for claim 6, the argument for claim 5 applies. Robbin also shows that said 
input/output interface means is one of a USB2.0 port and an iLink (at least col. 5, lines 37-40 
and col.6, lines 8-15). Robbin shows all of the elements recited in claim 6. 

As for claim 7, the argument for claim 6 applies. Robbin also shows that said iLink is 
operated in accordance with an institute of electrical engineer (IEEE) standard (at least col. 5, 
lines 37-40 and col.6, lines 8-15). Robbin shows all of the elements recited in claim 7. 

As for claim 8, the argument for claim 5 applies. Robbin also shows that said navigation 
means comprises one or more control buttons for controlling hand-held computer operations 
(col.7, lines 30-40). Robbin shows all of the elements recited in claim 8. 

As for claim 9, the argument for claim 5 applies. Robbin also shows that said internal 
interface is one of an ATA/ATAPI (IDE) interface, an ATAPI Standard interface and a SCSI 
(SCSI Standard) interface (inherent in that Robbin shows that the device includes a disk drive 
and these are all standards used for such a disk drive interface). Robbin shows all of the 
elements recited in claim 9. 

As for claim 10, the argument for claim 5 applies. Robbin also shows that said video 
accessory is of comparable dimensions to said hand-held computer (such vague terminology as 
"comparable dimensions" is given a very broad interpretation, and as such it is submitted that 
any dimension is comparable to any other). Robbin shows all of the elements recited in claim 
10. 
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As for claim 12, the argument for claim 5 applies. Robbin shows that said optical is 
comprised of an optical light-path, a blue laser and a photo-detector (inherent in the disk drive 
device). Robbin shows all of the elements recited in claim 12. 

As for claim 13, the argument for claim 5 applies. Robbin also shows a housing for 
accommodating said processor, said optical engine including at least one of said discs, said IC 
chipset, said display means, said input/output interface means (at least in fig. 1 or 2). Robbin 
shows all of the elements recited in claim 13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Robbin 
in view of what was well known in the art. 

As for claim 4, the argument for claim 1 applies. Robbin does not specifically show that 
said (SFFO) discs are on the order of 25 to 50 millimeters in diameter. However, Robbin does 
show the use of optical discs in the media player, but not any specific size. While most discs are 
120mm in diameter, Official Notice is taken that the use of a smaller disc size would have been 
obvious in order to make the device smaller and more portable. 

As for claim 1 1 , the argument for claim 5 applies. Robbin does not specifically show that 
said hand-held computer is a personal digital assistant (PDA). However, Robbin shows that the 
host computer can be any sort of personal computer device. Official Notice is taken that a PDA 
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is a type of personal computing device, and it would have been obvious for the host computer in 
Robbin to be a PDA in order to make the system smaller and more portable. 



8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The other cited patents show media devices that dock with a computer apparatus. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Glenn A. Auve whose telephone number is (571) 272-3623. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 AM-5:30 PM, every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
-supervisor, Mark Rinehart can be reached on (571) 272-3632. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 
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